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WHATEVER MAY BE THE FLUCTUA- 
TIONS of the Dow Jones Industrial Index, 
the Kennedy Literary Industry keeps soaring 
along its bullish course — the ultimate blue 
chip of them all. 

In the beginning there was the Warren 
Commission Report, comprised of 26 sturdy 
and painstaking volumes. Then in an unre- 
lieved bibliographic deluge came the critics 
and the appreciators and the memoirists. 

Finally there arrived on the shelves the 
book that, so we were led to believe, would 
be .definitive in both a literary and perhaps 
also judicial sense. It was William Manches- 
ter’s “The Death of a President.” 

Alas, by the time “The Death of a Presi- 
dent” made its debut much of its essential 
juices had been wrung out by magazine serial- 
ization as well as by newspaper and news 
magazine stories. Hardly a day went by with- 
out publication of a morsel or so from the 
book that was to make publishing history. 

Movere, the publicc appetites for the book 
had been titillated to the point of exhaustion 
by the Kennedy 'family’s unsuccessful effort 
of a President” and its advance serialization 
to Suppress publication of both “The Death 
in Look magazine. The Battle of the Book; as 
it was called, certainly ranks in sheer news- 
print tonnage as modern America’s most cele- 
brated pseudo-event. . 

But the deluge continues. Within six 
months after Manchester’s book flooded the 
Nation’s discount shelves, it begat two more 
bopks: “Thet Manchester Affair” by John 
Corry and “Why the Kennedys Lost the Book 
Battle-4he Untold Story” by Lawrence Van 
Gejder (Award Books, 128 pp., 75 cents, and 
which i$ not worth reviewing). 

Even Corry’s book spawned if not another 
book at least an article in Esquire by former 
Md\v York Timesman Gay Talese about Cor- 
vy’jg' problems with his book. Esquire accom- 
panied the Talese piece with a chapter of 
Cowry’s book about Manchester’s book about 
;h3 assassination. i 

Manchester tried to fuse the art forms of 
history and the novel in “The Death of a 
President.” It was a brilliant and poignant 
‘aiiure because of his inability to temper the 
love and awe he held toward his subject. 

Corry’s aim is nowhere near so high, nor 
?ould it be. It is a more familiar exercise in 
Kennedy circle voyeurism of the sort that has 
become a perfectly respectable enterprise for 
he media. “As a reporter writing about the 
\rgument, I knew that even the outermost 
circle could be exhilarating,” Corry writes in 
liis introduction. 

Later he says: “Mrs. Kennedy, like F. Scott 
Fitzgerald’s very rich people, is different 
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from you and me. This is not to say she is 
better or worse. But her style is her own. 

As is Robert Kennedy, she is accustomed to 
people who are discrete and obedient.” Yees, 
Hemingway dourly answered Fitzgerald, the 
rich are different; they have more money. 
The Kennedys had Jack, of course, which set 
them apart from people who merely had more 
money. 

Corry’s portrait of the Kennedy family in 
the throes, of the book controversy differs 
little froni the already-received public ver- I 
sion. Jackie is imperious, wily and 'utterly 
female. Bobby is tough and shrewd. Ethel is 
unassumingly friendly — a Lucille Ball sort of 
role. ' \, 

And so, as all the fans -will remember from 
the papers, the Kennedys — Jackie and Bob- 
by-ganged up on Manchester and Harper &. 

J Row and Look magazine to suppress the book. 
Why? Corry never really answers this central 
question. 

The “political” excisions proposed by the 
family and their small army of reader-advis- 
ers were inspired, 'Corry suggests, by their 
concern that Lyndon Johnson would get so > 
angry he wouldn’t consider Sen. Kennedy 'as 
ia vice presidential running mate next year. 

1 “The Senator and his advisers allowed prac- 
tical politics to determine what the historical 
record would show,” he concludes. 

The “personal” deletions were demanded 
•by President Kennedy’s widow, it is asserted, 
becausd^f her celebrated passsion for pri- 
vacy. Corry records the suspicion of Man- 
chester and otherfs .that the “personnel” — 
abjections of her celebratedf passion for 
privacy. Corry records the-- suspicion of , 
Manchester and others that the “'personal” ‘ 
objections of Mrs. Kennedy were really a j 
mask for Sen. Kennedy’s “political” con- j 
cerns. B|ut the reader cannot form a judg- 
ment on the basis of the available material . 

. and perhaps he is not meant to form one. ( 
Corry’s political judgments are not com- 1 
pellingly original. “Now, Johnson is sensi- . 
five to the things people say about him,” he , 
writes. “If Manchester’s book, which was 
authorized by the Kennedy family, contained j 
an unpleasant picture it was not unlikely that r 
Johnson would be offended and might make _ 
it more difficult for Bobby Kennedy at a t 
national convention.” 

True enough. } 


